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Abstract: Recent years have witnessed a rapid development of machine learning theories and deep
learning algorithms in the field of computer vision, which have been widely applied in task scenarios
such as object detection, semantic segmentation and action recognition. However, model perform-
ances in practical deployment always rely on the assumption that the training and testing data are iden-
tically and independently distributed, and prone to be affected by domain shift. Domain shift, namely
distribution shift between the training domain and the test domain, poses a great challenge to the mod-
el generalization, thereby making domain generalization an important research topic in computer vi-
sion. Domain generalization aims to train a model on a single or multiple domains and maintain good
generalization on unknown target domains with different distributions, which provides important guar-
antees for model deployments. This paper clearly elaborates the domain generalization technique in the
computer vision field and its research progress through combing and summarizing representative resear-
ches over the past decade. Firstly, the paper makes a comprehensive introduction of domain generali-
zation from three aspects, i.e. , task formulation, task characteristics and research ideas. Then, the
paper catergorizes existing approaches into three groups according to the main research ideas to deal

with domain shift, namely, data augmentation, model optimization, and domain gap mitigation. Sub-
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sequently, the applications of domain generalization techniques in computer vision and related large-

scale public datasets are introduced. Finally, the paper discusses problems needed to be solved in the

current domain generalization field and possible future research directions.

Key words: domain shift; domain generalization; model robustness; deep learning; artificial intelli-

gence
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Fig.1 Example of domain generalization on PACS

Bl LR, PACS' $efin 4 bz (AT 45 Bk
5 AR @ IR R 3 AR B L4
R 75 bR I 1R 2 I K L o RE IS B AT 1992 AL
PR

BOZ M RN A BT B K X, 4R
KR TRBFA B 2 B A Bz A%
R A T 0T i R O o i A, B TS 2 57 5
B AL TR AR AR . B TR BT 2 T 4
AR R A TG0 AR ST 5 AT (s 7
SR ST RITC 3] ) USRI B3 R, LIRS 2% 50 4
A B ERTI T — 250 0502 B TAE, HeEE T
S BB RZ A A B, X2 R R Tl 3R 2 T R
AR

RAFEIZ BT ST H UL SRS T — 2 19
FRCR: AEAE R AR 35 2% BN AR B 5E 77 16, L RGE Tt
J7 T SRR AR AT ' A SIS 7R T A AR e
BHSE TR N A R 02 B SE T AR AT
TR LSS WHBIZ AL IAE 55 52 AT 55 45 5 AT 5t 18 B
MEATREAAEIA , T B T F 5 A B R T A % S
DX TFSCHRL9 - 10] 253, AR U85 4 T 16 Gk iz 1 3
TR T I R0 AL B, MR TR0 A i
PR 2 PR 2 AL BT T B B , I L 2R 2%, 3 3
ISR s ] G AR R  JB/NBR [ 2 5 3 SR
7 T 432 RS RIZ AL T e B 5 MR, 9 28 4 it
TR IO IS R, A0 TR AR W T O e It
I AT B2 M AR U0 U P ) 50
FRHR 00 B 0L ) 2 TR 4 , SR BE D e AT 45
J& 8 T I AL SRR T RE BT SE D7 1)

1 sz et

1.1 Bz

BERGZ AL 1 2 75 45 78 B 5 B ISR R B
ARWLIUREA P3E 10 B ) , AR AL Fey 7 2 o FH S ik d )
SAEER . BB TR STIRRIR B2 ) HOR Y & X
TRIE M A M 4 ( Deep Neural Networks, DNNs) 7 &4 43
2R BRYTIERR L EARTE A SR SR 46 4 R



" JUINR AR CH AR AR

BTREEEBRALKGER T FHz i S
NENIIAE—E IR RS

2 B2 AR BT 78 3 ARSI A AR A R
A H 7] — MR A M R 22 R PR AL 12 Ak
BT, SR TG X6 H ARI o A AN RSl 7 7 5 7
MfE DL, o 1487~ DNNs AN HITE H AR 73 2B A4E 55
Tz AL S, Geirhos 25 @5 12 A [7] i P4 15085
AR T AU [ BRI I, et AR AL () 3 2 o
fi%e, Z5REW], DNNs A STEN 7 X B 7E
F 2, AU E AR AN FE R S R A S
] oA X — R B B, DNNs {7 Akt B TR, A T
PR THRATE 2248 B LS 3 5 i P, e o A A
A LA TNERr kA E Wi SORNEIFS
SRR T OB AR e | IR 3 o 2 >
1 S, BT AR I AL B T S
1.2 f#izHEX

S A5 B TE R —B0E 2R, 2 i AN TR Y
TS E A TR 25, R A AE R R B AN [R] 43 A 11
HFRI AR REDR S R APz AR RE
1.2.1 #5 4+

e d JEREARZS IR XCRY AR5 1] Y C R AU 85
D:={D, |- RIS TG IR S & b 5
AR D, = 1 (x,y0) 12y ~ Py BRI 43 A Py 1)
N AREAR 5 (o ) BB A 3 T2 AT 45, TR =2 ]
IR A A A A AR, B Py # Py o TRIR, E SCH A8
T={x |2, , H B AR 1 5 055 1 R[], Py #
Pivo
1.2.2 #E4EL

Sz Ak, B2 8 T A BA AN R B8 o3 A 1 U5 580
Doy = DLy A B85 A0 VR SSRGS
8] |27 o] — AR A(:,0) X =Y (0e @ WIRAISHD) ,
T R/ METRER IR &, (0) BAREERY b 7EAR N
HAREE T EFR 2 6, (0) =E(, ) [ €(h(x;0),y)]
Bo/Ne HH LY xY—[0,0 UK KR BA

oo (0) = L3 BTG 00T (1)

1.3 HzHESER

A5 € SURERIE 2 frs, KA T 500z
AEPEBTSE Sz A U 4 A DY GRS 4535 A
B 2R ) IR @ F AR AT WL HL 3 5 98
SN o SIZ AL AR ST SE SUSRART EEnT »

21 &
P
B DD
J
&, ¥ (C5A 0 I N R A ;i (€7D
j=12,..N j=12,..,N, j=12,..,N ‘1 i=12,..,N

Ik i s
i

K2 szt s e SORER

Fig.2 Ilustration of domain generalization formulation

(1) W8t 22 5] (Supervised learning ) « 55 B 35, /i 35,
ZACAES AL, Wi o7 > U7 B — P E g AT R ALl
s, HAAZ AL ™ B AR T IR A H b sl < ) 73 A
PR, AU AL BRIE rh O TR AL B S B A
SRR EZ A BA S R AR

(2) 215577 (Multi-task learing) : B4 417
HEANLS , USRI 5 BART 55 T 195 2T 380
FABERE " 2T 5% T Z BT A AL,
WESR AR AT S5 R IR R R e )4k
ORI B — AR RE o o7 ) B — R AL A R AL
XTI A RA SRR

(3) I # % 2 (Transfer learning) : 5 7E4% I 45 -7
> B SR PUT RS 2 H AR, DRI H AR 55 1
BRIPERE' T HRR LI I B 7 2R P A TR
TN by i R H b bl b B R AT P bR Ak, RS
7E B AR E AT (Finetune ) , 3035 3 o HIRZE 1R 1)
JraU AL R 8 27 B IR B R . SRz AT,
Foze 2] v HARBIOR T LAY, B ARIATE 55 7T DL S Tl 22
SRR

(4) 7% 2 (Meta-learning) : 5 7E LAY 2 2x i ¢
>J (Learning to learn) , B HISGHi A 55 Hr2 > B i 56 56
FRR LA S5 10757 2 (S RE RS AR BT (T 55 4 47 DR
SR I AT 55 o e o I AT R s
JOAT55, T ARG M 7 A [ 38 =2 [0 % o 1o — b
A, 5T AR Bz A BRI A AT LY

(5) ZFFEA % 2] ( Zero-shot learning ) : £ 7] I, I 35
B BRI SRR, I e AR RN B AR F kAT B
W, FEREA A 2] v R H BRI A AR [/ 2 AL
BRI 2 ) b, BARSER AR B TR Wil i
B o FREA ) BAERAL 2 2] ML 127 2] kA 1
15 B B SOA M B S BUA  TER

(6) 1535 i ( Domain adaptation) « fif pedel s £ [7) 25 o
B HAEM T BVEE EARSCRT A B 16 00T, #5504k



21 (e

25 A2 B BT i i =

%: ( Cross-domain generalization ) [a] 8, 383& i 7] DL & AR
JEH S AR AT AR 3 2 > 1)L, R AE TR )
R BIRIFE I B AR R L Sz Ak
FHEG & R T H AR 2 AT AR . 1 5380z 4k
BT AR T, S3E IVAT: 55 A 5 S0 A P T 5% i A
TR AA]

Sz AR ISR X b RS I3 1, RN
BRI W) A7 7 22 S, Al A0 ( sl B ) F 52 8
HOSBRIZ AR 2 A 408 3

F 1 HZ 5 SR SUSRTEE

Table 1 ~ Comparisons between domain generation and related

tasks
T H BEEH B il HARE
WEE =1 x —E o«
25 =1 x — x
wEEs =l Vo ORe® VY
plie 3| >1 vV HR] HE vV
THEA =1 vV A5 x
Il =1 vV Hn] HE vV
Bz =1 Vv Hn] fE X

2 BEMAHREER

2.1 fegizeEit

Gz e TRz A iR 22 SRR AR KK
RIS R 2Z IR )5 2R, X S8Z AL B 7 31— 72 1Y
P ERIE ST O B2 AP RE
PURRZ AR ZE AT o IZ AR IRZEFR Y h (4L
I (X, Y) ~ Py BRI ZIAAATT

R(h> :[E(X,Y)~PH[€(h(X) sY>] (2)
SCRRL2S TR iz A6 22 R(h) /0 LA 1 -8 IREAH 2
R(h) <R(h) +&(d,N,5) (3)

A (3),RCh) R B h AR SRAEER 250 KR
E(d,N,6) SRR H = {hy by oo by | R d
PLBINZRREARH N A5, BIAR RN

£(d,N,5) =Jiv(logd+logé) (4)

M (4) TG Bz (ke BRI AR i
N AT B s ) A o SE R 2950, H A IR PR
OYFEAR BRI, ZiR2E L RE T, BALZ
PERE MG ; BT B = A A BOKR 12 AR 25 1 i
R R S MERE IR, 2 AL RE J1 8o o [N, e e 2 T
LY 28 (932 A S A X I R e 106 2 S 3

ZACYERE 22 A E I, HLAT5 B A0 T S0 A2~
SR A7 2, A7 B TRz A Re ) 4R T
2.2 HiziER
T GE 2 AL B v I R s e 57 (] 3 A
(BB , 02 A F AR e AT S [6] 23 A1 1 5 S8 e
ol AR E AR K O F A BUZRE E A BB I T
AR FAR R ol ] DURT AR b iz A iR
2 FMBRAHERIA I IZ ALTERE A2 (L5 B
PREGEARTILRY, H AR 2 iR 22 J0 ik B &
ST AW TR 3 29 017 A [ I8 22 1] ) 5 3802 Ak
P, PRI 1R) A S0 N [l I 50 Sz A AR A 1 HR 4
gl
& O RAT S b 1z R R, PR E A )
A <Dy f, > F <Dy fr > FoR, Horp, D 7R A B
g f: X = [0, 1] 8555 K%, eI Dy ElIZRmRE
TUMBR B R he X = [0, 1] 3%, IRz 16 7 22
3s(hafs§Ds>FH%qt§N|§ﬁ%€i‘ﬂﬂ?:
Ss(h,fﬁDs):[Ew[)‘[lh(x) —f(x)” (5)
HEHFTR,IE &5 (h) = e5(h,fs;Ds) &5 (h) IR L
Mz BT, S, B AR iR E I &, (h) F
er(h) FR o 3G N H AR AR Dy BN ZRi R
ZACEIH bR Dy b, ST H BRI 4 & f R, T
BHEERIZARE e, (h) o SCHR[27 JIEB] T AT LLiE
i L BB e (h) B9 LS B
gr(h) <ey(h) +d,(Dg,Dy) +
min{ g5 (fs,f7) ,Sr(fs,fr)} (6)
b d, (Dg,Dy) =2supycy |P , [B] =P, [B]IEET
L' SR8 43 8 BE ( Variation distance) . 3% (6) 414
IR TSR F AR 45 ek B 2 e, T DR R RS
BB N R LLZZME o ST, d, (D, D) TCIER AT A R
FEATR (734 B 9 ELOK B B 2 AP T 2. 92 b
R EOCHA TR R B T E R R B RS,
TR R B AR R AR, SR 27 ] B2 i
TH-PEE (H - divergence) ;
4D, Dy) =2supl P, [1(1) ] =B, [1(1) 11 (7)
AL ICh) = fxlh(x) = 1 SRR SRR b A A AL
P — A EAEH - BN, R RS
8] - IZRA 7248 b AR5 A IX 7 A K B IR
T EARI, d, ATLMEFIZ IR d, T
R TR doy(Dg, Dy ) KA &0 (h) Fl e5 (h) B
F VAT AR SR AT W2
h* =argmin,,reH(as(h) +er(h)) (8)
LR PR A IR =e(h7) +e,(h7 ) K



46 JUINR AR CH AR AR

F21 %

BT R AR SORFRM RS [RIHA H:
geHA Hog(x) =h(x) @ R (x) (9)
A ORI 7 B HBAE, HA Hzs R 2 MR A
F R BIA—EE, D M Dy 7EHA HZS 8] 1 B0 BE g 2 i
FRH
G (Dy.D1) =2 sup 1Pry [h() #H ()] -
Pr, [h(x) #h'(x) ]
:2hs71]'lp71|85(h’h1) —g;(h,h") I (10)
i Al 15
g (h ') =g (B W) 1< dy (DD (1)

HAG KA dyy (Ds,Dy) <2d, (D, D) LA
leg(h,h') —e;(h,h") 1 <d,,(Dg,D;) (12)
BAL T BRI AR B
er(h)<e,(h™) +e,(h,h")
<eg (h") +eg(h,h™) +1les(h,h™) -
ep(h,h™ )|
<A +e5(h) +les(h,h™) —e,(h,h™) ]
<eg(h) +4 +d,,(Dg,Dy) (13)
Zif BIRHES AT, HAREZ (iR 220 1 F b 3 MR R
FUE o R IR R 2 FRAEIR 5 T 5% 22 I8 IR] B 2
For VRS 2 R AR IR T 2R 2% B A AR ik
25 [E) ), 2R 2y [T I, PSR BT AR
BOh TR o3 A B RS 25 WA bR Bz AR 22 YOG D
Ro DG, G R AR 25 ) 8, (A 70 RFAE 25 ] E H AR
SRR BTCTE X, 2 R E RS Sz AR e i) 2T B
2.3 HizUHARE
2.3.1 W7 HEZR
BT LGz AT, 2 AWETE R 5 —Fh Lg% 1
J" B AEAR 23 1] ( Data augmentation) o JX — 877 15 )5
A RRTE A VIR EOR A 2L 0l BRI HoR
FE A ST 2RO T T AR AL 2o 1005 1) JXURS: , A
MR THE R Rz A . B, 302 e U e 1 ) Oy i
RECATLAZT R 2 K25 — 2 Bk TR G b B R A B
PEsET, T B A U e B L e R PR R 55 5 5
TRREE TR DR T, W B R
JRUAR A HBUREAS 2R BN 4T I 2% BCRFAE 23 13 ) 4
ZREOR,
2.3.2 RAEE KRB
GBI 2 AR 25 SRR A i WUE 1,
HAER S ] LA Bt IR 2 8 2 DR R . R
TESE T, DNNs S 5 A0 & HEI AR A BT 2 1 288, WA
JEA A RE ) i, AR B (2 AL PERE , 4k 22 K

R 2 R0, BRIz P RE L AN 2378 250 Zhang
S0 DNNs HRZALRE S — 4 A P FRERL R 1012
1, BVRERY 25 1 2 48 K B0 AT LUcAE B A I 2R Bdie . B
J5i, Krueger %1% S22 L, 0 F 2L 90504, DNNs 4L
DS EORATEAT AL RE , TR X T 7 U 55 4 o 7
AR o XN W8 AU R ] 5L 2 03242, T2
Bty A 20, UK 30 ]S4S9
A 45 Hy DNNs 32 A P A5 B8R 75 f A7 O, (AL 3R
Mg LA S BS A B 2 iz A B

PR, S0 AR 5 1 2 — e L 00 Al A A e s
(6], AR ARRE R AR AR B o 3 402 AL A Ay A [ 4 2 ) Bk
B AN B R R (Covariate shift) 51AZ A, B
ENGEETNPUE & 2 iy S N N Y AL
1) BOA R AR Py = Pyixo BVERARES 2 E0E
BUSK AR RO ME , S AL S 2 FE sl ARz A . R,
TR AR/ G BB T, 20 o 010 A5 B e 25 1)
(A BT 2 A A S A RO B 125 () T SR, T LA
THEIZ A PERE . foc SR A R AR 52 2 2 1) Jr SR 4
o BRI T IR R A S iR A T, 40 Weight Decay
AT, oz Ak AR 2 5 Bl 58 5 T 8 2 ) M b E AL 5
W SRR R ) RS AT o LR T T > m A
AR ek A, TR SO A A s [ A F Y
2.3.3 HABIEF

Sz AU, BT H AR AN AT UL, TE R
JiE 0 H ARz AL 1 22 , (E 2 AT D o (R I sk A 1 5
Bz AR AR Tz AP RE . PRI, 7RI -7~
— 3 FH R RRAE 25, (A5 A [ S8 2 i) /) 22 57 288, 2
SOZ AR o =R R B, /B[R] 22 e i A SR
T2 BA B4 [R5 HE 2 35 ( Domain-invariant rep-
resentation) , WURAFPEARIE T 45 4E % 800 7% A SR
HCRE S iz A B AT UL R B AR b TR AE A
(Feature disentanglement) 1848032 b J5 i 4% EZ 05T,
BT RN RHAE 25 18] 7] LA A 80 7% ( Domain-
invariant ) 4% i A1 48 45 5 ( Domain-specific ) 531 2 /3
Mo AP, % 2 BAE T — Ak BYHFAE ( Generic features ) |
(RS S i 1 SCA7 8 T 22 AL o i 2%
( Domain-specific bias) ,tHFEVS /N [ 22 57 , {i 465 A0 61 2%
Vara &1L TS vt

3 BT E

AT BRI AT, b Aok BA AU Y
BFFETARREATIRZE, i 3 B



25 A2 B BT i i 41

I 5tk WA
S

I oo

e Rl B
5- - <

& ~ - G
CrossNorm, SelfNorm
PR ER i, B8 B Al

<3

iz 6

| SRR |
[::]:Da

:] : MLDG, MetaReg

FE A

S
HF

r 2
EE ma.
BAEFL b A

(il |
s
[P

EAESZER

:] = P =
sy ia‘a mamen

K3 iz gk Ak

Fig.3  Overview of domain generalization methods
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I J5 i FDA . FDA BEbF T — 7l e 20 1 (0 4 e , 3
Ao AR ] J AR AR 3 ok ik /0 U A ) A J
S Z IR 75 S o 3 3o 1T SR R e T e B A D PR 4
FDA Jf 1 25 iz AL PERE. 52 FDA 3 &, SCHR [49 ]
RN T — R T AS p RE S T s 10 R
BV Sl LR U T Sz A A A — S AR BT R R R
PEOT B SE IS AR A 2 AR B T RIS S
Zgvls S, TR BE oy LS IR TR B I, Xu
SO TSR BRI AR 07 5 B RTAR T, il MixUp 53
TR A R A W 2 15 5, DA S BRSO 1 vl Y
VT L G ek AU R B AR B P IR R it
R T PR SRR SEE AN OG5 T 2R SCRE SG AR L £
Bl M, Huang S5 41 T 08 45 1A S8k B AL AL 55
2, 3T B L4 5% A5 46 ( Discrete Cosine Transform, DCT)
5 PRSP S AFSAS [R) , S0 0 FRTY 308 0 e 4  HL 20 B
64 MRS B i K 7 O PRI AL 53 73 8 ( Do-
main-Invariant Frequency components, DIFs) 71 #1228
] 2545 273 i ( Domain-Variant Frequency components,
DVFs ) K S BUAUE [A] N AR
3.2 fRUERBKER

S ACHTE PO AR R ffp 25 1] 1 98 5 LA 2 R AR
i 5 T G X BRSPS ), AR D B0 AR
RN AT 31 3 28 : (D T b5 AL ( Normalization ) £ 4k

KA s QBT ALK A ; @HTI02 T AR o
3.2.1 A THOBAR K

H Tz AT P g RS 175 0L Y A LE AN [ S
P R #% ( Covariate shift) JE XA ], S Bl ] 1 42 11
FROE (BME 7 28) FRAE 22 50 AL e mpn Al i i L
BN(Batch Normalization) ,LN ( Layer Normalization ) 1 IN
(Instance Normalization) JZ fb PEREA . B2 T3
TR ffp PRI X , BB A B T R A 2 A

TBNet ) 5230 % B IN REA% 16 1 20 9 161 A P9 8 1Y
(]I, 46 PR 1R A £ Lo i s, PRt , TBN et 5 IN 5| A
PR b, ek U8 A AR 2 AR AE PP A MWL S, TR 5
BB S EIE T R PERESR TE . Chang 457
AR TR RIS IN A BN fhRiE
e JZAARIBIS 5 ( Domain-specific) G HHE B N T
1 IN R B AN A J8, SCHR [ 54 ] 5t 1 — et T Y
A& NBRHEA T 5 ASR-Norm, B {8 1T B ) % 4 &5 11 190
AP IARFBT Y IN H— LSRR S E 1E
SCHRLSS T AEEAR Y 1 —Fh B i m AL i, B 2 A4
3 T R A AR A TR 47 RN S A 23 A1 B /Nt
AT T MixSyle ™ %07 i B T CrossN-
orm T Y| el F A4 AN ) 3 18 BN 8] S I — 1 2
B DU [ 0 X% , 2 J5 46 T AL st 1
SelfNorm BEH i B 242 2 bRif AL H AT S 4L
3.2.2 ATERMAKME

£ 1% ) (Ensemble learning ) 8.1 1 7% B AE A
A B 5 20 AR i 22 [R) , DA TG i 6 A 8L s A Sy
Bl W THIZAL A > 30 (R 1) D) 265 2 1y
BOH RN ZRAE AR A Z AR 8] 1 56 2, T4 =y
Z Atk

(1) BB R

Ay AN PRI T R S 190 465 45 ) 1 15 2 4 iy
WO TR AP T A A T O oK A e Y
Ko N T =B, Xu 257 O 2 M4 5 T
PRI — WAL REAE , AN [R] 780 22 i) v DA SR 523 2 ) 2 2
B, T AR AL SR U T T 8 0 X TR A 4R 1
DR AR T , SCHR L 58 ] SR MR 4 X A B g 11 5K -2
977 s Mancini 28 Bet 7 BB 2% A - 000 RE A
TSRS, 2 07 I FH S T 000 25 (9 ME 2R A AN,
RPN TRTIERR AE 3 S 45 ) 000 45 SR AT A, 7 00 1
Sy TS5, Wang 25 VW FH T B0 SR W P T 4 LB

(2) BhEE SR

Iz AP R 2T S Oy SRR AR A,
IR FET ARV U 7 ik A 2 A DR
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25 A2 B BT i i 49

SR R QMELIHEE A A Z [ G R o AN [ T A
SRR A A — AR e R, B T L AR A T
Y TR A1 FH 22 A W s 2 A R 3L 0 Ak — L
08 8 AJE e L A1) 5 2R O P s o P /IN A 5 T
( Mini-batch gradient descent) , H: 1, mini-batch J2& 3 13 M
FITA V38 B LR A ROk 21 . Mansilla 257 A
DA A O A R T A T
AR BE A5 R R AN b 380, 852 [ F o JEE N — B e
WAL Az AL RE T o AT TIRETT T T BE AT 5 — E
F) BT SR, 7 D P e v 50 0 P 3 — B A
TUBHHATH B . Shi 4 N IR 1 1 7 16 A P4
RO RRAL 22 ) SR IE BAT GBS0, PRIt )
BB EEVE R , e R AR B B A B GIP) LK 5 5 S8
JET7 I0), I S 1 R T2 A U A
Btk
3.2.3 RFAFIMfeRMm

JE WA e o] IR R AN AE I ZRAE 55 T 4R
| — e LA (Meta knowledge ) , fF 4 5G50 HIHH B LIS
P HIES o JET BB R TT 2 7 1 (Mode-Ag-
nostic Meta-Learning, MAML ) ! 5 54 1 ] /)N EE A 2%
5o WG, Li %2 MAML A1 5 11 45 6 2 ( Episodic
training paradigm ) 3| A fit e B3 1t 1B, 4 1 MLDG
( Meta-Learning Domain Generalization ) 5 225 35 |56 #l
X143 WG 2R 15k ( Meta-train domain ) A1 JGINER 1k ( Meta-
test domain) , - I MAML J7 47145, SCEE A IER
T IRAE TN R b SR — A, ARG PR T s SR
{195 2, A T B A [ S5 BB 2y T A T
— BRI, 33K 5 T T R A A 7 v AR SR
[, PR B FHIZ K E T o Balaji 4 I MLDG 7]
REAN KIS & BB A T WA 5%, 0F HoR Z B 44
X NFFRTSFE SO IR T R B M 46 . itk g
), {152 ) MetaReg 5535, {8 U 2% > N T 1)
2R Z M E AL e BAR TSR 2 A0 . STk [ 64 ]
fE IR TR 2 1Ok R AE 25 1) R 1 A B AR 7
42 R 2R MR PR RE A SRR B A 2 o T RS
(] R LA
3.3 BUMEEZESR

55 2.2 /NG RS T B 02 AL TR R R
HAREZ AR F A0 3 AR, 20l TR R 22 L B
REIBC £ PO % 22 A 22 5 0 PRI, TR L 2 1€ A1 DL
T B8N E R e BT A 20 A 22 52 R T
P A BT B, TR A AT 55 b, 0N
()22 S ) L R EL I 3 28 AV R AE ek RFAIE %

FELL S — AR E 7~
3.3.1 BMAEHIELZ

SRR ORI TR AE X 5 0 75 A BURK P81t R B 0
Moz AT L B AR b ST B T
PRA AN [ ol B S225 i) A BE 85 fc/ N FF) S5 R 0, B 7
EREO HUE 3 2

(1) TR 2 AR

1 )71 ( Kernel-based method ) '@~/ R H| #8225 o
AWM IR — o BT 0] LUK R s Bk
TE v AE WS 5 (1) B 2 T A, TR 000G O AL B
B EARIE A Bz A B TE m AE b 25 W o (- )
AN R S5 HR28 HOOIE 5 20 A B AR — B, I 4 A 81
B BIC G ARAE , B

P (e(X),Y) =p" (¢(X),Y) (14)

TRt Y B0 p (Yo (X)) AR A 0,
A3 43 A AT LA A Ay 5 S A0 AR S 3 % o A — B
Pan 251048 15T £ 1 43 49 M7 7 125 ( Transfer Component
Analysis, TCA ) , ¢ IR H AR 4800 B0 AL 30 g 248 1) 15
% %5 R 1A 5 25 7] ( Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space,
RKHS) . 7 RKHS =5[] i, f5e/ MU PR H ARt i K
{2 5 (Maximum Mean Discrepancy , MMD) , [a] i} f &
PR R B A F ORI R . 5 TCA A% .0 SRR
o, A 75 143 43 #r i ( Domain Invariant Component A-
nalysis, DICA) "™ Fil FI#% 7 0832 AL b AT K %, F A
SR BV ERARAS k(- ) 8 B A B0 72 P AIE 25 ) H
g 2 e/ M.

E417¢775- I N B 7 e R P S C ) TS i P S O
ARREETHG A2 , 400 DL 23 X

p(Ylp(X)) =p(e(X) 1Y) - p(¥)/p(e(X)) (15)
Aok B A RIS 2 26 1 o3 A — 2, D

P (@(X)1Y) =p? (o(X) 1Y) (16)

Y DL A A T4, 2 S ) 2 AR ) S A i
ML, I HZERAN ) 20 Y Rk 22 S ST BB KOR 35
SIHA R, Ghifary %™ 42 th 5 — A fE4E SCA ( Scatter
Component Analysis) XJ FiRZI A AT 2404L, JF A 1 12 B
AT R ARSI — S 2R TR TR A R4
i — S FERE G HIZ A gt T R IRE T

(2) H Tl 22 o 2% 2 2] B TC AR

Pz 2 RAF IR A IRAE T HARAE 2 85 T L
BRI B RBOR BT W 2 0 ) AR AAE T
RE H 3h R st 0y Ko AR ST
VAR BRI L, SR AN [] S [] 288 S 1 e B 2 RS o
/N AR AR IE S B o SRR 23 A7 B =
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F21 %

WA TR —B B (M %) KL
B ( Kullback-Leibler divergence ) N KN
(Contrastive loss) " 78 k(2 H MMD'® ™ L &%
ZICAUR % (Triplet loss) ' 4F. 75 3CHRL76 ] 7, KL L
FEERFROR L SR BT AT R S i RN 785 3023 A o Do 25141
$eilt T MR )R il AR W4 g ok
RO ) (R AR R 2530 Y R R P R B R0t T
triplet loss 47 #1145,

(3) BT XL A I AFALE

P o 0 A B AN [, v 2 T Bt T —
P 2 T B REAE (9 o A ROk, TR |
BTG LAY B AR 2 B[R] RO 72 Ak
23] T Ay . Ganin 25170 1 S 7R I 5E B
B4 Hr 3 T BRI 4 W 2% ( Domain Adversarial Neu-
ral Network, DANN) 3 izf 52 4 % 70 1l 2 73 28 9 26 11 35
S 2 (TARALTE H ik ARk B T IR 2 H
PR, AT IR B2 ) O A AE A H Ao O 175 PR
) RFAE Z [ 2R A6 1 Al — Bn = (16) , Br T 45y i 5
S, SR80 [ BEit T 2 AR RIZEASE5 T i 2 14
SR B o PG A3 2 2 RS )8 DA e BE 1 O 1k
(Reverse gradient) # 7% 4TIl 5 , 11 B RFAIE 48 HUBE AL 7E
WG FEh BEIR A 2 R B s o (AT e, 5%
RS 5 4 Jry S S AN TR 7 T A O REAS & T
[l — AN BN RSO RE AR . Li 25 MMD
25 H % f#45 ( Autoencoder) Z5F 45 A 4t T MMD-AAE
HEZR, e/ M 1 25 R AE A 35 () MMID [ 28 ff A5 A 30 2
BIEEM R RRAE, RN EENRTERM AT, K
AN [ S e A Y4 1 2 7 24 T AR 20 A o B 3%
(B MR T — AN X HUEE ), 29 RS AE S5 {H 1v] 38
PEIEZS oA A U 1) i, MMD-AAE S (R 254 n ] 4 fip
Ko DLOW' ™ e AT i HE 4 LA P X D4R 2 1F
Ji A R b e D YRR BRI AR G A, A
[IESEa Ll sd IR 1R

Doy G

0/0000/100 000 N
!
L —xn

/ Encoder \

\ m om - oomm|

Domain1(X,.;) Domain2 (X,.1;) Domain K (X .15 )
K4 MMD-AAE 2SR K
Fig.4 Framework of MMD-AAE

3.3.2 AFiEfEAR

Y3 1 D0 ER N, 24 R AN RRAIE S ) AT A
AEVE TN B R AR PR T AR A7 1 a2 A 7 T A
AL ZS [ R] LA A FRAE AL Herh— T8y B T
L AR R, 55— 300 2 RA AT R ks S AL
T T LA 0] P A A D 50 5 A Sl S 8 2 X a2 £
R .

FEEARR T2 2 B0y =, —Fh AR T 240
IR 2 T80 s — 0 0 5t SR U AR RHAE , 75— o
PRI R S R AR, SCHR[83 ] 42 ih Undo-Bias 4% T
SVMs 73K 4 5 5 s oy 1 2 ¥ 23 , BAUTIA 2 5
EALFRAR IR, [RIAE 0 22 ) 25 A0 Al m] DL 2 4
Fr 0l AESCHRE 84 ] Hp A4S Undo-Bias HEAT 147 I
B T —MEFESEUL A CNN B T35 2 4802 Ak
%#2J . Chattopadhyay %£"*> g T 2 >J S 57 U 28 5
AEZ 6] 0 - 45, 51 AT S0RF 5 19 800 #85% ( Domain
mask ) , (R REAE 2 25 TSRS S P AR A T B8 ) , [ b
RFRE AL 92 kP . Piratla 257 252 X AY
AU R P 7 PR e, L0003 P Ay A [ R .
— FIRSHE AR A 9 ) ST B A I 2 AR, Tlse %57
B TECARZAS 7 H 98 2% ( Domain Invariant Varia-
tional Autoencoder, DIVA) ,DIVA 2—/N4: il &l T 1
27 2] 3 AT VT 45 ) (R SR AR £ ) il ke
Wz Ak 0] B8, 76 SCik [ 88 1 # DAL ( Domain Agnostic
Learming) KSE AR A L £ R/ L2058 9B
FEAE SRS B3 AE RIS OO HRFAE 3 S AF 2> (181 5) , DAL
ZEE XU ZRANL Sy B hh e X I AR R E A7 e,
%7 ) B AR R IER R

K5 HRALMEAETTIE DAL R A

Fig.5 Ilustration of feature disentanglement method DAL

3.3.3 —fpfesFies )

— AL RRRAE S ) F A 2 280750, 5 —Fh il
W ZAT 555 2 17 A RE RIS AL B2 A FAT 55, T
DRALIFAEAE 2 38 , 389 A AE ) — ittt o Ghifary 2577 %
T —Fh 2415 1R A 4 £ ( Multi-Task Autoencod-
er, MTAE) , 5545 [ % it i MR 5 v 52 2 PR 1R A [
MTAE 2] F1| T Ji s P 45 [m] b 2 2t 20/ AR G S PR
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25 A2 B BT i i >l

L, & AT A2 ST 0 i sl A A o A SR R R AE . 56
TR R IET B B ST (Self-supervised ) FELAR, H 3
28953 (Empirical ) 82 i & 3 (Heuristic ) (4 By A W&
{14 03 B BT 55 (Pretext ) ()27 23, MG B 45080
FEHRE B B0 RS B TS IBCE — b i Aot 4
fiEo W ULEHE BT 45 A PHEIIE R (Jigsaw puzzles) T
M 240 4 Jigsaw puzzles #3857 —A~ [ B
PHRUE S BRI T 5], 3N 5 U S AT 45 7T L
Pl MR (B 0 A 25 50 — MR AL SRR AIE 2 > 19 1 e
WL T AU B HAERZ AT T IR

4 MRYEHBREE

W22 I HOR R IR Ry my R el &
TR U P VF 2 B 984T 55 DS 30 58 Wl 481
B2 SRR 3 A E AT N R B 45
2 8 BB Zh i A 1 A B DA R 52 B iy ) 3 s v B
Ya i 2R Sz AL R TR AR Rz AR I A
FE S HEG, Mz R A 2 R0 N 50T R
Iz
4.1 BE/gaE
4.1.1 HFRA

PE R AL SR 52 3 8 7% BR HL AR HL 3k
R e 2 — B AR A B £ & RS
{H, R B tho HL A 7R v 0 L A (L, 76 KRB e A
WV 55808 55 26 4 b UL A o0 T R B R 3. B0
UM FZE SR UM 2 G0 H A PO BE RTS8 4, 48
T, 2507 AR 2 B, K0 A DS S A Re e, TR — 4
FELETZT0, 5 R AR & 52 F RO R 52
M, 33 Rz AL AR T ) R SR

A, W02 et 52 5 R Bt 4 £ 540 7% Digits-
DG, Colored MNIST™*! Fil Rotated MNIST'®* | Hr,
Digits-DG %41 42 1 MNIST™**'  MNIST-M'™'  SVHN'*’
I SYNT” 4 R e . ot MNIST R 547 K]
18R 4  MNIST-M fy MNIST F1 BSDS500"° %42 £
A BB AL LR 75 107 8 5 SVHIN 2 LS 3 s v i 1) 51
P55 SYN J& 35 F Windows™ T4 A= LAY A B 4E
X 4 AFEE TR AR R B S R = AR
W s = B TACE IR0z (e S . Colored
MNIST Fil Rotated MNIST &7 MNIST | 43 514 & & 1
T i A R S0 3% 1 AT A Y, 2k Y
Bz B PO ERE
4.1.2 Bigrk

BUG 22 AL e U 1 S A (] 5, o 2 A

RS SS (I H AR 5 o)) R g SR 7E
B, B 2R AR, B gl S i A Tz
BRI E . 32 EGAERO R E AR 22 7 A LRSS
AL, GRS A b Sl 78 I 42 2 o i, 33X % Y
Bz ACRE AR T R BRI B A
WITMIES TR B EN AT

(1) CIFAR-10-C , CIFAR-100-C I ImageNet-C"7' &
Ay RI#E CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100""" Fl ImageNet' ™" ¥4 42
LR L, BEAT T TR 2R T A 0 3K, s Jom g 7 R
REFEF

(Z)PACSM Office-Home" '™’ DomainNet" " F1 Tm-
ageNet-R™" 3 4 ¥4l 4 34 56 1 149 (] 19 XUk 7
fto o PACS fy 4 B XUKS 1 R AL, B 4G e R4
] 3 8 7 R A 5 Office-Home H i) UG KA A4 2
A BYR 7 b AL SE T B DomainNet 4,75 6 FfAS [l 1
XU 5 7 55 3452 ) 9 TmageNet-R* 1% 4085 7 5L ImageN-
et H1200 /> BRI SR EARFFIE

(3) VLCS''®) Office-31"""" FI Terr Incognita''™' 3
TN A PR B8 9 5K 22 5. VILCS [ Caltech101* |
PASCAL VOC"""  LabelMe"™ #1 SUN09 " jx 4 4~
[ AR SR AL A T, A 7% N ) B85 R £ 1 A2 4k 5 Of-
fice-31 Hdi e oy 3 WL AN A B AR, 5 3 AN
#1 ( Amazon .DSLR F11 WebCam ) ; Terr Incognita {1 4 A
(v Sl 2 A Sl ) LG A
4.2 iBX5E

T8 0 2 PGBt P 1) G B — B0, 7E B sh 2 B A
WO PG B R G S SU LA T R I s 1 o
HHIZ AR SY 3 2 Bl B8 A% I R A 2R R T IR K
b e A E S GO SE SR A RIS s
B PR R R B T AR B 1 25 Sk, S AR AE R
AT I B A AN N E. % 8RB R
WBCRIAR T R EE , 18 S BB 46 32 2 oy LS 3 5
RGBT B E A

B R R AL HE Cityscapes ™! . BDD-100K "
Al Mapillary“12J o Cityscapes J&f3 8 50 A G35 17 8 70
Pra b B 1 KB A 48 s BDD-100K I F 22 [E A
[7] 3t 77 >R A F) 25 B P45 s Mapillary 155 25 000 5K M5
AU R AR o B R R B U R
GTA5"* 1 SYNTHIA!™ 4t 4E . GTAS Bty iink
A MR FA R, A5 75 24 966 5k B R R I L
PR BB, 5 S s A 4 = 19 A2,
SYNTHIA £ 5E 6045 3 ANt i, KL TR KRB
2T, 5 S s R A IR 16 2R,

BEAN  FE B 2E AR o BT 55 L, Bz AR 5% e A e
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F21 %

AN TRV B DA AN TR] I 7 ATLAG) AR BB 5 1 FF 8
B
4.3 2PN

T 55 W P A 107 P A4 R (AR O
P R AT N FON S 5 BRI 50 B
T (AT I A 2 4 R 2 AL e LA
ISR . BBt i B S AR 2R, i B
W AT T 1 02 A P B S A0 7
4.3.1 AR FEREN

AR S INAT Bty LAt 3D SRS 1 4
BGRB8 NI ONEAR 1) iz i R R B R
TR, BTIERE I 2R, UL R R A
[, ZEHEA T ARG PR B, 48 FH RS2 (L RE ) 20 E
B, AR5 5 oW & COMIT'™ | iy OULUN-
PU® | CASIA-FASD™) | Idiap Replay-Attack'"™' 1
MSU-MFSD'"! 4 Fhxig it 7 vt O PR AG R A . NI 3
PRASIAZ AL BF 5 AT LA AR T8I 2R 45 22 A e
B,
4.3.2 FEHEA

B I T AR B 2 J , TR B 3 £ A A
HAGEE . T B2 R T & e i TRt

TG I 700+ 43 e 4 . FaceForensics ++ ) B HFC K
JEE g i sz A AT 55 1 i O ARCHE B o (T 4 i o
i PN TR R Deepfakem” Face2Face''™  Fac-
eSwap' ™! #I NeuralTextures' ™' F % TR B O 15 K ) 35k
7 AT 5 77 leave-one-domain-out"®' FT (£ ; 5% % f
Jf] FaceForensics ++ H1 [ T A £ I 25, 48 )5 7 HiAth 5L
PEAE DeeperForensicsms] . FaceShifter' ' Celeb-DF-
2 DEDC Y E AT
4.3.3 FFAERA

11 NFE R Al [n] R0 v 35 s 3% 388 oK U T AN [f)
FARBIL LI Ot BT 555 450 W B SR
VIPeR'™ | PRID'™'' | CUHK02'™*' . CUHKO03'"™*" |
Duke""**" Market' ™ F1 MSMT17" 7" 3= % i i I HL oK
KOS AT, e Ab, BB % A ) Person30K ") K4 4
e T AR R SRR A RIS 1 B A7 BR R FEAHBLAD |
ISR RN AR /D S5 ), 4 1 T — /> B R A AR
AT NEE RO 4, DA B 3R THAT NS R BB 1Y
FORFZALRE T

P2 DG T M Bz RIS AR 5C I T 5 DA
R ETE YiIkIC T = NS

x2 HZUNABESHIES
Table 2 Applications and popular datasets for domain generalization
1155 AL S B HEAR% ik
&AL Digits-DG’ 4 24000 K[ 4 ANEdEEE (MNIST MNIST-M ,SVHN #l SYN)
Colored MNIST!**’ 3 70000  CRESRMLOT GG ETE RS
Rotated MNIST'®' 6 70 000 6 FhAN[EIERE f B 0 T E R
H AR CIFAR-10-C"" - 60000  R[FEZEBIAUEES, QRS RO R SRETEIL, B IR
CIFAR-100-C™" - 60 000 5 PHH
ImageNet-Cm: - =~1.3M
ImageNet-R[ - 30 000  JEifE TmageNet H 200 4~ B AR B2 AR FREL
PACS'® 4 9991  EUG ISR (AL I AR B R )
Office-Home!'™ 4 15 588 GRS AR (AR BI4E 7™ Bl s i)
DomainNet! ! 6 586575 MRS ASIF] (B3I RE GHE L  FLIOR )
VLCS! 4 10729 3k H Caltech101 PASCAL VOC  LabelMe 1 SUNO9
Office-3111%% 3 4 652 Amazon DSLR F1 WebCam [958 4
Terr Incognita' '’ 4 24 788 RI[R]Hb SR B A B
i GTA5!™ - 24966  AMEIRSE
SYNTHIA - 2700  AREHEAE, A 3 A, DURCR IR RS SR BRI
Cityscapes """’ - 5000 S50 DANTAIT Y 5 23 BEAR T 37 SR A
BDD-100K """ - 8000 A3 I A [R) iy 7 UAC A 25 B 4%
Mapillary[m] - 25000 SRR Y o HE R A R B
UN G SRl comat! 4 8500 KH 4 ¥4E4E (OULUNPU, CASIA-FASD  Idiap Replay-

Attack il MSU-MFSD)




2 A I AL BOR 5 it 53
(8 2)
155 PIETTES B = VN B
TRBE D Aoy FaceForensics ++ ' 4 5000 4 FpORE MO J5 5 ( Deepfake  Face2Face  FaceSwap FI
NeuralTextures ) 4= fif,
Fr N VIPeR'" - 1264 2 ASREERYARBL
PRID' ! - 1134 2 AARFEAGFHBL
CUHKO02M - 7267 2 ADARFERIHHBL
CUHKO03™ - 28 192 2 R[EIAGHHAL
Duke! " - 36 411 8 DAS[AAHL
Market > - 32 668 6 MAIERIARML
MSMT17:7¢ - 126411 15 ASA[FEBIARNL,2 Fhigst
Person30K "] — 1384940 6497 NA[FIIAHBL, 89 AT S 4 ANZRTT,2 Fhig st

5 WihERE

HSBAER RS — RN FH IR R M T
ZALPERIIZ A B et i, I B 17— 2 IR, H
SRR IR A T B A B R, 02 AT S (DR e i Bk
Ao TEN TR RN FH v ST BE IR Y R 57, LS
FYG5 T B ) 22 RE VAN R JURE X B 32 Al P
T ERPEAL, HRZ A 1R AT 8 2 — A R 7
[ o AT ] B 2 2 AL SR R B — 858 ) 7 2
FER T 18] o

(1) SRRz BT . AT S A SR T 1 ]
JEAL 302 A BEST , B s 5 T A A 48 2 il — 3
(o SRMISEPry s T B ARERES ol e 2 2 B B
W BT 2 53, 3 SRS L ) A 2 (00 T R A A o) ) i
Tio Taoh, TR S0 7% 1 10 3L 2 R AR B, 2 iR
ZAHT AR H oG — A 5, I PACS Kotk
FIETE MRS A ] VLCS . 6 H BREE AL A A 2%
o BRI HARIRR RS AT AN AT BRI, AT RE-S5 1R
VIZRIRE ARS8 i R 1 DU 22 BE 0 , B T S BSR4 7
KPR XESRIBZ A 2 R I 5E 3 2 R [ 2
AL o

(2) U AT TS . B o 2 H0E 2 (A
SEANAZ Y AH F bR SR 3 A 2 A AL 1Y,
a9 70 A A R ZVE AT AT e 2 R ke IR, & B
Az AT ST I St ) O RE 7, REAS AN i M b P B 5
TSP S (5 B, 7E R A T i £ B B 22
A TR R AE T, i S IR

(3) BRI A O 3 Bl i 75 30
Z AT AU fo B HA A 7 3, o T 1
ZRAEN THOZ BT BT 2, SR 260 gk

TS AR LR RY , A0 2 5 P s TR, (e 48 4T 55
HORSC bR T AR 125 i FLAa SO Bl iy (R
T =G, HATE A — LB B 77
R IR R, SR A PRAF L [, 3R
FOPTIRUE B A R B R

(4)F R BHEGZ ALBTIE . HRTERIZ LB RN TR
BHEAR AR (), HL3Z FRT AR ACH, B S ke AR
WD T B P IBOE . B PARBOR R 1 AR AR
TR X R VLR A 5 11, 2 B R 32 A (LA T
TEo W T RIS, WO ARS8 A I — Bk IE
WA F BRIz B TR AR Z2 20, B R S A 5
B TR AR 2 15 AT LA 24 WA 7] A S A7 AL B
e G S U R e CE o 8

(5) BAHZ AT . BUA BRIz LB o B A
SRRV 2 A, SR TR RS 8, B
3 R B s 2 Bz AL 5 R 1 A Bk
fo TR, B 2 0 A0 A7 8 19, % 7 S
S R LBV I A B , DA, 24 i ) 30z A T 7 07
BAEHOREA T RAE IR o 350, JR e foof e 4
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